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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Applicant's election without traverse of Group I (claims 1-8) in the reply filed on 
December 20, 2006 is acknowledged. 

2. Claims 1-20 are pending in the present invention. Claims 9-20 are withdrawn. 
Independent claim 1 was amended in the response filed September 14, 2006. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

3. The information disclosure statement filed August 1 1 , 2004 and April 25, 2006 
have been considered by the examiner. Applicant's declaration in support of the IDS 
filed August 1 1 , 2004 is acknowledged. Copies of Form PTO 1449 were attached to the 
last correspondence mailed November 27, 2006. 

Drawings 

4. The drawings were received on September 14, 2006. These drawings are 
acceptable. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

5. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 



Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 
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6. Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. The language of independent claim 1 is 
directed to an abstract idea and does not include a useful concrete tangible result. 
Claim 1 recites "associating the second data record with the grouping value, such that a 
modification of the first data record will result in a synchronization modification of the 
second data record" [see claim 1 lines 8-9]; however the claim language does not 
specifically recite an operational procedure for modification to realize a result of 
synchronization. Claims 2-8 are rejected based on dependency. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 

the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 

the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 

were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 

under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 

not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 

consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 

prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
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8. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mukundan et al. US Patent Application Publication No. 2005/0177587 A1 in view of 
Gusack US Patent 6,112,209. 

Regarding claim 1 , Mukundan et al. teaches a computer-implemented method 
comprising: selecting a first data record stored at a first level of a data model, the first 
data record, being connected to other first-level data by way of central data stored at a 
second level of the data model [note: page 5 paragraph 0090 data model which serves 
as the basis for various applications ; page 25 paragraph 0762 At block 3630, in response 
to the user's selection of the respective command item, the command associated with the 
respective item is routed to an appropriate destination for processing; Figure 36 note steps 
3620 through 3640; also note abstract "a method is provided in which a first field and a 
second field of a data record are displayed to a user using a client program, the second field 
having one or more attributes that are dependent upon the value of the first field. In response to 
a detection that the first field has changed, the value of the first field is sent to a server program. 
The server program is configured to process the changed value of the first field and determine 
corresponding changes with respect to the one or more attributes of the second field"]; 

associating the first data record with a grouping value that is generated based on 
a pre-determined grouping reason [note: page 25 paragraph 0762; Figure 36 steps 
3620 through 3640; command objects may be defined page 25 paragraph 0763]; 

selecting a second data record stored at the first level [note: paragraph 0762 and 
0189; Figure 37 step 3760; Figures 20, 21, 38 and 39]; and 
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associating the second data record with the grouping value, such that a 
modification of the first data record will result in a synchronizing modification of the 
second data record [note: "a method is provided in which a first field and a second field of a 
data record are displayed to a user using a client program, the second field having one or more 
attributes that are dependent upon the value of the first field. In response to a detection that the 
first field has changed, the value of the first field is sent to a server program. The server 
program is configured to process the changed value of the first field and determine 
corresponding. changes with respect to the one or more attributes of the second field" abstract; 
Figures 37-39 and 41 ; logical grouping or mapping may be defined see paragraph 0765 
]. Although Mukundan et al. teaches the invention substantially, they do not explicitly 
teach a grouping value. Mukundan et al. teaches logical grouping or mappings may be 
defined to associate identified fields for changes [paragraph 0091]. Gusack teaches a 
linking value (i.e. grouping value) [see: abstract "The linking values stored in the central 

linking table indexes may be predefined to automatically structure and link a plurality of 
unspecified data changes in the data may alter the linking structure to provide further 
capabilities"; column 1 lines 1-10; column 3 lines 54-58; column 23 lines 33-55 linking 
value ]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of the invention to 
have combined Gusack with' Mukundan et al. because a linking value or grouping value 
would enable contents of the first field to be dynamically linked and synchronized with 
the contents of the second field when modified. 

9. Regarding claims 2-4: 
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(claim 2) "wherein the group value is time-dependent" [see: Mukundan et al. 
page 20 paragraph 0677 a design-time menu activation/suppression feature is provided 
for applet-level menu ; also note Gusack col. 10 lines 41-59 changes are automatic; 
Figure 21]; 

(claim 3) "determining that the group value has changed from a first grouping 
value to a second grouping value with respect to the first data record; and 

re-assessing synchronization of the first data record and second data 
record based on the second grouping value" [note: Gusack col. 9 lines 21-36]; 

(claim 4) "wherein re-assessing synchronization of the first data record and 
second data record based on the second grouping value comprises: 

determining that the second data record continues to be associated with 
the first grouping value; 

splitting the first data record into a first portion and a second portion that 
are associated with the first grouping value and the second grouping value, 
respectively; and 

modifying content of the second portion to reflect association with the 
second grouping value" [note: Gusack col. 10 lines 41-59 changes are automatic; 
Figure 21 note software procedure]. 

10. Regarding claim 5, wherein associating the first data record with the grouping 
value comprises: 
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examining contents of pre-designed record of a set of data records of which the 
first data record is a part; and 

generating the grouping value based on the contents [note: Mukundan et al 
paragraph 0091 logical groupings of various types may be implemented, paragraph 
0097 and 0109-0111; and column 3 lines 54-58; column 23 lines 33-55]. 

1 1 . Regarding claim 6, wherein the first data record and the second data record are 
time-dependent and time-constrained [note: Mukundan et al. page 20 paragraph 0677 a 
design-time menu activation/suppression feature is provided for applet-level menu; 
Figure 19]. 

12. Regarding claims 7 and 8: 

(claim 7) "wherein the central data includes data related to a single person [note: 
Mukundan et al. paragraph 0071]; 

(claim 8) "wherein the first data record relates to a first work assignment of the 
person, and the second record relates to a second work assignment of the person" 
[note: Mukundan et al. paragraphs 0068-0070 and 0063; paragraph 0099 through 0103 
assignment of tasks through assignment Manager ]. 

Response to Arguments 

13. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-8 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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In the response Applicant argued the following: (1) The amendment adding the 
limitation "computer implemented" overcomes the rejection cited under 35 USC 101; (2) 
Kanerva et al. does not teach a grouping value. In response to Applicant's arguments 
new grounds of rejection have been cited, note rejection supra. 

Conclusion 

14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Greta L. Robinson whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-41 18. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:30AM-6:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tim T. Vo can be reached on (571)272-3642. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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